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S At the Biological Weapons Convention's Seventh Review Conference in 2011, States 
Parties agreed on the value of an annual review of developments in the fields of science and 
technology related to the Convention'. A comprehensive list of topics was identified in that 
regard, It was compiled in such a fashion so as to contribute to the implementation of all 
substantive Articles of the Convention and to benefit all States Parties. 


2. The experience of conducting such reviews has reaffirmed the validity of the decision 
adopted in 2011, At the same time, it has become apparent that past arrangements only 
enabled about 4.5 hours a year to reviewing recent developments in science and technology 
and implications thereof for the implementation of the Convention. There is a widespread 
agreement that improved and more effective arrangements are required. 


3. This working paper advances a proposal on enhancing the process of review of science 
and technology developments under the BWC to strengthen the Convention and to impart 
greater effectiveness as well as improving the focus, depth and inclusiveness of the existing 
arrangements. To do so, a specialised subsidiary organ, Scientific Advisory Committee, 
proposed to be established by the decision of the Ninth Review Conference. 


4. This proposal consonant with Russia-sponsored efforts to strengthen the BWC? 
includes the following elements: 


(a) draft decision of the Ninth Review Conference; 


(b) terms of reference of the Scientific Advisory Committee; 


(©) rules of procedure of the Scientific Advisory Committee, 


5. Various ideas put forward by States Parties since 2006 were given due regard in 
developing this paper. The same goes for the text elaborated under this rubric in the draft 
supplementary protocol to the BWC. Lessons leamed from the functioning of the Scientific 
Advisory Board of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons were also 
unted for.” Various suggestions on modalities and terms of reference of a BWC scientific 
advisory structure, made by BWC States Parties in recent years, are well taken into account 


1 Paragraph 22 of Part Ill of document BWC/CONF.VIL7, dated 13 January 2012, 
See document BWC/MSP/2015/WP.4/Rev. 1, dated 16 December 2015, especially paragraph (c) of 
its operative part. 


Article 16 (22) (g) ofthe draft Protocolo the BWC (composite text), document BWCAD HOC 
GROUPICRP.8, dated 3 April 2001; paragraph 21 (h) of Article VI of the Chemical Weapons 
Convention. 
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